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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . Claims 92, 95-97 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Raitola (WO 98/28859). 

Consider claims 92. Raitola teaches a method of controlling power with which 
information is transmitted by a first station to a plurality of second stations on a common 
CDMA channel (page 4, lines 26-30), different information being intended for different 
stations, said method comprising the step of transmitting said information in said 
common channel, wherein information intended for different second stations are 
transmitted at different power levels (Raitola see page 3, line 18 - page 4, line 10). 

As to claims 95-97, note that Raitola teaches base stations and user terminals 
note also that the power control method would be performed by a radio network 
controller (fig 3, page 3, line 18 - page 4, line 10). 

2. Claims 1,2,4,13-15,17,19,26,50,52,56,58,62,63,65,69,70,73,76,89-91 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Szalajski et al (US 6,275,487). 

Consider claims 1,17. Szalajski teaches a method of controlling power with 
which information is transmitted by a first station to a plurality of second stations on a 
common channel, different information being intended for different stations, said method 
comprising the step of transmitting said information in said common channel, wherein 
information intended for different second stations are transmitted at different power 
levels (Szalajski see col 2, line 56 - col 3, line 20). 
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As to claims 2,19, 76, Szalajski teaches the method as in claim 1, wherein the 
power level with which information is transmitted is selected in dependence on at least 
one of a parameter of the intended second station and the content of the information 
(see col 4, lines 27-53, col 6, lines 29-50). 

As to claims 4,26, note that Szalajski's information is in the form of data packets 
(fig 1, col 5, lines 20-40). 

As to claims 89,90,91, note that Szalajski's teaches base stations and user 
terminals note also that the power control method would be performed by a radio 
network controller (col 1 , lines 20-31 ). 

As to claims 13,14,50,56,52,58,62,63,73, note that Szalajski's first station is a 
base station, and the second is a mobile station (Szalajski col 1 , lines 5-30). 

As to claims 15,65,69,70 note that Szalajski's common channel is a forward 
access channel (Szalajski see col 1 , lines 5-66). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. Claims 3,27,51 ,57,64, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Szalajski in view of Nishino (US 6,347,083). 

Consider claim 3. Szalajski teaches everything claimed as shown above except 
for the information being transmitted with a higher power based on importance of the 
information. Nishino teaches a power control arrangement in which information is 
transmitted with a higher power if the content of the information is important (Nishino col 
2, lines 25-37). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
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Szalajski to transmit information with a higher power based on importance as taught by 
Nishino in order to ensure that important transmissions were received. 

As to claim 27, note that Szalajski's information is in the form of data packets (fig 
1, col 5, lines 20-40). 

As to claims 51 ,57, note that Szalajski's first station is a base station, and the 
second is a mobile station (Szalajski col 1, lines 5-30). 

As to claim 64, note that Szalajski's common channel is a forward access 
channel (Szalajski see col 1, lines 5-66). 

4. Claims 5,7,12,18,20,21,28,30,35,37,38,40,53,55,59,61,66,68,71,72,74,75, are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Szalajski in view of 
Derryberry et al (US 6,498,785). 

Consider claims 5,28,30. Szalajski teaches everything claimed as shown above 
except for the information for a given second station including information identifying the 
given station. Derryberry teaches a mobile communication system with a shared 
forward channel in which information for a mobile station includes identifying data 
(Derryberry see especially col 3, lines 35-50). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Szalajski to use the identifying information as taught by 
Derryberry in order to ensure that the information was received by the intended mobile. 

As to claims 53,59, note that Szalajski's first station is a base station, and the 
second is a mobile station (Szalajski col 1, lines 5-30). 

As to claim 66 note that Szalajski's common channel is a forward access channel 
(Szalajski see col 1, lines 5-66). 
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Consider claims 7,12,18,20,21,35,37,38,40,75. Szalajski teaches everything 
claimed except for a controller controlling the information transmittal. Derryberry 
teaches a mobile communication system in which a radio network controller controls the 
power control of the system (Derryberry see fig 1 , item 1 1 2). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Szalajski to use a controller to control 
the power in order to ensure uniform power control. 

As to claims 55,61 ,72,74, note that Szalajski's first station is a base station, and 
the second is a mobile station (Szalajski col 1, lines 5-30). 

As to claim 68 note that Szalajski's common channel is a forward access channel 
(Szalajski see col 1, lines 5-66). 

As to claim 71, Szalajski teaches the method wherein the power level with which 
information is transmitted is selected in dependence on at least one of a parameter of 
the intended second station and the content of the information (see col 4, lines 27-53, 
col 6, lines 29-50). 

5. Claims 29,36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Szalajski in view of Nishino as applied to claim 3, further in view of Derryberry et al (US 
6,498,785). 

Consider claim 29. Szalajski in view of Nishino teaches everything claimed as 
shown above except for the information for a given second station including information 
identifying the given station. Derryberry teaches a mobile communication system with a 
shared forward channel in which information for a mobile station includes identifying 
data (Derryberry see especially col 3, lines 35-50). It would have been obvious to one 
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of ordinary skill in the art to modify Szalajski in view of Nishino to use the identifying 
information as taught by Derryberry in order to ensure that the information was received 
by the intended mobile. 

As to claim 36, Szalajski in view of Nishino teaches everything claimed as shown 
above except for a controller controlling the information transmittal. Derryberry teaches 
a mobile communication system in which a radio network controller controls the power 
control of the system (Derryberry see fig 1 , item 112). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Szalajski to use a controller to control the power 
in order to ensure uniform power control. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claim 16, 93,94 are allowed 

7. Claims 6,8-1 1 ,22-25,31-34,39,41-49,54,60,67,77-88, are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

Consider claims 6,8,9,16,22,23,24,31,32,33,34,77,78,79,80,93,94. The nearest 
prior art as shown in Szalajski fails to teach a method of controlling power with which 
information transmitted by a first station to a plurality of second stations on a common 
channel, different information being intended for different stations, said method 
comprising a first mode in which the information is transmitted with a the same power 
and a second mode in which different powers are used for information intended for 
different second stations. 
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Consider claims 1 0,1 1 ,25,82,83,84,85. The nearest prior art as shown in 
Szalajski fails to teach a method of controlling power in which information is transmitted 
by a first station to a plurality of second stations on a common channel, different 
information being intended for different stations, said method comprising a mode in 
which different powers are used for information intended for different second stations, 
wherein the controller is arranged to send a message to the first station to advise the 
first station as to the range of power levels to be used to transmit information to the 
second stations. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed January 3, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant continues to argue that the claims distinguish over Szalajski because 
Szalajski teaches the use of a common frequency carrier, i.e. channel, rather than 
applicant's logical channel. Examiner maintains that the broadest reading of the term 
common channel does not distinguish over Szalajski's arrangement. While applicant 
has provided great detail as to how a logical BCCH channel would distinguish over 
Szalajski these details are absent from the claims. Further, it is not understood how the 
passage of the instant specification cited would define over Szalajski since the mobile 
station receiving all the packets sent on the common channel and able to identify the 
packets intended for it would define over Szalajski. 

Since Applicant's further arguments are based upon this alleged deficiency of 
Szalajski (which the examiner disputes above) they are also not persuasive 
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Conclusion 

9. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip J Sobutka whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7887. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew D. Anderson can be reached on 571 -272-471 1 . 

1 1 . The central fax phone number for the Office is 571 -273-8300. 

Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number. 

CENTRALIZED DELIVERY POLICY: For patent related correspondence, 
hand carry deliveries must be made to the Customer Service Window (now 
located at the Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 
22314), and facsimile transmissions must be sent to the Central FAX 
number, unless an exception applies. For example, if the examiner has 
rejected claims in a regular U.S. patent application, and the reply to the 
examiner's Office action is desired to be transmitted by facsimile rather 
than mailed, the reply must be sent to the Central FAX Number. 

12. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




PHILIP J. SOBUTKA 
PATENT EXAMINER 

Philip J Sobutka 
(571)272-7887 



